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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
8/14/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wasilewski et al., US 6,157,719 in view of Marshall et al., US 7,710,601. 
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Regarding claim 45, Wasilewski, discloses a receiving device comprising: 

a receiving part [service reception component 333, Fig. 3] for receiving ECMs 
including an encrypted content [col. 6, 16-55, Figs. 2A and 2B; col. 35, 44-54; col. 9, 
25-55] and a preview limit information describing a pre-viewable time period of said 
content data and a time information describing time which are used for decoding 
content data [col. 36, 3-9; col. 39, 35-56]; 

a judging part forjudging whether said preview limit has passed the time 
described as said time information or [DHCTSE 627 determines whether preview 
window has expired or not, cols. 39-40, II. 57-7]; 

a preview generating part for decoding the encrypted content and generating 
preview with the use of said ECM, when judging said preview limit of received ECM has 
not passed the time described as said time information [col. 39, 9-29; col. 2, 17-26]; 
and 

a playback part for playing back the preview [set top box outputs decrypted 
content to television set, col. 4, 41-52]. 

Wasilewski uses a streaming technique to display previews [see col. 6, 34-42] 
rather than storing the previews locally as Applicant's invention does. Marshall, on the 
other hand, teaches a preview system that uses a storage type receiving device, i.e. 
stores preview content at the receiver [col. 1, 33-48; col. 2, 34-67]. Marshall also 
discloses the playback of stored previews [col. 3, 40-63]. It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill that the MPEG streams descrbied in Wasilewski could be locally stored 
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using a conventional memory at the subscriber site as disclosed by Marshall. Local 
storage can and simplifies trick play functionality within a preview, and if done in 
advance [see Marshall col. 1, 45-48] eliminates transmission delay when a preview is 
selected. These benefits would be apparent to one with skill in the STB art and would 
reasonably motivate the combination of the references. 

Regarding claim 46, Wasilewski discloses a receiving device comprising: 
a receiving part [service reception component 333, Fig. 3] for receiving ECMs 
including an encrypted content comprised of plural playback section [col. 6, 16-55, 
Figs. 2A and 2B; col. 35, 44-54; col. 9, 25-55; regarding plural playback sections, 
Wasilewski describes how, e.g., History channel may comprise plural program 
instances or segments, col. 2, 6-42] and a preview limit information describing a pre- 
viewable time period of said content data and a time information describing current time 
[ECMs include time stamp, indicating time of creation. Given that ECMs are 
generated every few seconds or less (col. 4, 35-40), the time stamp amounts to an 
indication of the current time. Moreover, Wasilewski uses the time stamp as a 
proxy for current time as described at col. 39, lines 2-8 and 25-33] and a pre- 
viewable period describing upper limit of received number, which are used for decoding 
said playback section [col. 36, 3-9; col. 39, 35-56]; 

a judging part forjudging whether said preview limit of received ECM has passed 
said current time or not [DHCTSE 627 determines whether preview window has 
expired or not, cols. 39-40, II. 57-7]; 
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a preview generating part for decoding a specified playback section and 
generating preview with the use of said ECM which is within the limits of pre-viewable 
time period and is not exceed the upper limit described as the pre-viewable period, 
when judging said preview limit of received ECM has not passed the time described as 
said time information [col. 39, 9-29; col. 2, 17-26]; and 

a playback part for playing back the preview [set top box outputs decrypted 
content to television set, col. 4, 41-52]. 

Wasilewski uses a streaming technique to display previews [see col. 6, 34-42] 
rather than storing the previews locally as Applicant's invention does. Marshall, on the 
other hand, teaches a preview system that uses a storage type receiving device, i.e. 
stores preview content at the receiver [col. 1, 33-48; col. 2, 34-67]. Marshall also 
discloses the playback of stored previews [col. 3, 40-63]. It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill that the MPEG streams descrbied in Wasilewski could be locally stored 
using a conventional memory at the subscriber site as disclosed by Marshall. Local 
storage can and simplifies trick play functionality within a preview, and if done in 
advance [see Marshall col. 1, 45-48] eliminates transmission delay when a preview is 
selected. These benefits would be apparent to one with skill in the STB art and would 
reasonably motivate the combination of the references. 

Regarding claim 47, Wasilewski discloses a receiving method, comprising the 
steps of: 
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receiving ECMs including an encrypted content [col. 6, 16-55, Figs. 2A and 2B; 
col. 35, 44-54; col. 9, 25-55] and a preview limit information describing a pre-viewable 
time period of said content data and a time information describing time, which are used 
for decoding content data [col. 36, 3-9; col. 39, 35-56]; 

judging whether said preview limit of received ECM has passed the time 
described as said time information or not [DHCTSE 627 determines whether preview 
window has expired or not, cols. 39-40, II. 57-7]; 

generating part for decoding the encrypted content and generating preview with 
the use of said ECM, when judging said preview limit of received ECM has not passed 
the time described as said time information [col. 39, 9-29; col. 2, 17-26]; and 

playing back the preview [set top box outputs decrypted content to television 
set, col. 4, 41-52]. 

Wasilewski uses a streaming technique to display previews [see col. 6, 34-42] 
rather than storing the previews locally as Applicant's invention does. Marshall, on the 
other hand, teaches a preview method that uses a storage type receiving device, i.e. 
stores preview content at the receiver [col. 1, 33-48; col. 2, 34-67]. Marshall also 
discloses the playback of stored previews [col. 3, 40-63]. It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill that the MPEG streams descrbied in Wasilewski could be locally stored 
using a conventional memory at the subscriber site as disclosed by Marshall. Local 
storage can and simplifies trick play functionality within a preview, and if done in 
advance [see Marshall col. 1, 45-48] eliminates transmission delay when a preview is 
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selected. These benefits would be apparent to one with skill in the STB art and would 
reasonably motivate the combination of the references. 

Regarding claim 48, Marshall discloses a storage-type receiving device wherein 
the playing back part selects and plays back a desired preview out of a plurality of 
previews being stored while performing in response to another command different from 
the playback command [preview clips are selected and displayed from a narrowed 
result set, i.e. the preview is displayed while the system filters out unwanted 
programs, Fig. 5, col. 3, 24-44]; 

wherein the command differ from the playback command is a command for 
displaying a program table created in accordance with a category search [viewer may 
limit programs by a category search. In the example given in Marshall, the user 
selects a category of "shows airing on May 12," and "shows airing at 9 am."]; 

wherein the playing back part selects and searches a preview belonging to the 
category to be searched as a desired preview under the different command [col. 3, 28- 
63]. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. In particular, Dunn teaches searching previews by criteria such 
as star name [Fig. 12, col. 12, 5-47]. Thus an amendment to put claim 48 in better 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/091 ,337 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2424 

condition for allowance would need to distinguish over both Wasilewski and Dunn at a 
minimum. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy R. Newlin whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3015. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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